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templated. It was not, he thought, republican at all: "a firm
Executive could only exist in a limited monarchy. ... A limited
Monarchy he considered as one of the best Governments in the
world. It was not certain that the same blessings were derivable
from any other form. It was certain that equal blessings had
never yet been derived from any of the republican form. A limited
monarchy however was out of the question. The spirit of the
times—the state of our affairs, forbade the experiment, if it were
desireable. , . . But though a form the most perfect perhaps in
itself be unattainable, we must not despair. If antient republics
have been found to flourish for a moment only & then vanish
forever, it only proves that they were badly constituted; and that
we ought to seek for every remedy for their diseases."
Far from believing, with Madison and Wilson, that an ex-
tensive republic could have about the same virtues as a limited
monarchy, Dickinson was sure that "the accidental lucky divi-
sion of this country into distinct States" gave it the best security
for the future. He hoped the division would be preserved, and
that the states would have equal votes in at least one branch of
the national legislature. Here he had struck out an idea which
was later to be fruitful, but no particular notice of it seems to
have been taken-on that day. Everybody knew that Dickinson
was a spokesman for Delaware, determined—and indeed obliged
by instructions—to insist on the sovereign rights of the small
states, with respect to the .national executive as well as to the
legislature. When the vote was taken on Dickinson's motion,,
only Delaware was for it.
Without muclTdebate the committee further decided that the-
executive should be ineligible after seven years, and "be remov-
able on impeachment and conviction of mal-practice or neglect
of duty." But when Rutledge moved, with Charles Pinckney
seconding, that the executive be one person, Randolph opposed
it, and said he thought he always would. "He urged 1. that the
permanent temper of the people was adverse to the very sem-
blance of monarchy. 2. that a unity was unnecessary, a plurality
being equally competent to all the objects of the department.
3. that the necessary confidence would never be reposed in a
single Magistrate. 4. that the appointment would generally be
in favor of some inhabitant near the center of the Community,
and consequently the remote parts would not be on an equal

